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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

This communication is responsive to Amendment A, filed 1 1/01/2004. 

Claims 14-19 and 33-36 are pending in this application. Claims 14, 18, and 33 
are independent claims. In the Amendment A, Claims 14 and 18 were amended and 
claims 33-36 were added as new. This action is made Final. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 
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Claims 14-19 and 33-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Karis (US 5521844) in view of Rothschild et al. (US 5946661). 

In regards to claim 14, Karis teaches a method comprising: (a) displaying, on the 
display, a first window including parameter descriptions for mail or paper processing 
parameter values produced from analysis of time-tagged data, and including status 
information indicating the results of comparing the parameter values to reference values 
(Figure 14); (c) displaying, on the display, a third window including a graph of measured 
values for the selected parameter description (Figure 15); and (d) receiving input from a 
user for selecting the parameter description (i.e. "FIG. 15 is a graph that may be 
selected during the monitor routine, the graph illustrating the tension history obtained for 
a particular roll from the start of the roll on the press." Column 9, Line 65). Karis does 
not teach (b) displaying, on the display, a second window including a table of statistical 
measures for a selected parameter description produced from analysis of time-tagged 
data in the first window. However, Karis already graphs the data, but does not display 
the data in a table format. It is inherent in Karis that this data exists, because a graph 
from the data is drawn. Rothschild teaches that you can have a window including a 
table of statistical measures for a selected parameter (Figure 10). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Karis with 
the teachings of Rothschild and include a table for the selected parameter with the 
motivation to provide the user with more detailed information about the selected 
parameter. 



Application/Control Number: 10/055,604 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2174 

In regards to claim 15, Karis teaches a method wherein a graph is a histogram of 
measured values for the selected parameter description (Figure 15). 

In regards to claim 16, Karis teaches a method wherein the graph is a histogram 
of measured values and reference values for the selected parameter description, (i.e. 
"The points in the graph above the recommended tension values appear in red, for 
example; whereas, the points of the graph within the recommended tension ranges will 
have the same color as the color of the bar 186 of FIG. 14. Measured tension values 
that are below the recommended levels will appear in FIG. 15 in the same color as the 
bar 188 of FIG. 14. The tension graphs of FIGS. 14 and 15 provide the operator with 
readily understandable information relating to a large amount of data." Column 9, Line 
58). 

In regards to claim 17, Karis teaches a method comprising receiving input from 
the user for printing a report including the statistical measures for the selected 
parameter description (i.e. "The master station 12 may be a microprocessor 14 based 
station, such as a personal computer or the like, that includes a keyboard 16 and a bar 
code reader 18 for inputting information and a display 20 and printer 22 for outputting 
information." Column 3, Line 62). 

In regards to claim 18, Karis teaches a method comprising: (a) displaying, on the 
display, a first window including parameter descriptions for mail or paper processing 
values produced from analysis of time-tagged data, and including status information 
indicating results of comparing the parameter values to reference values (Figure 14) 
and; (c) displaying, on the display, a third window including a graph of measured values 
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for the selected parameter description (Figure 15); and (d) receiving input from the user 
for selecting the parameter description, and in response to receiving the input from the 
user, displaying, in the second window, a table of statistical measures for the selected 
parameter description and displaying, in the third window, a graph of measured values 
for the selected parameter description (i.e. "FIG. 15 is a graph that may be selected 
during the monitor routine, the graph illustrating the tension history obtained for a 
particular roll from the start of the roll on the press." Column 9, Line 65). Karis does not 
teach displaying, on the display, a second window including a table of statistical 
measures for a selected parameter description produced from analysis of time-tagged 
data in the first window. However, Karis already graphs the data, but does not display 
the data in a table format. It is inherent in Karis that this data exists, because a graph 
from the data is drawn. Rothschild teaches that you can have a window including a 
table of statistical measures for a selected parameter (Figure 10). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Karis with 
the teachings of Rothschild and include a table for the selected parameter with the 
motivation to provide the user with more detailed information about the selected 
parameter. 

In regards to claim 19, Karis teaches simultaneously displaying, in the second 
window, reference statistical values for the selected parameter description and 
statistical measures for the selected parameter description (i.e. "The points in the graph 
above the recommended tension values appear in red, for example; whereas, the points 
of the graph within the recommended tension ranges will have the same color as the 
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color of the bar 186 of FIG. 14. Measured tension values that are below the 
recommended levels will appear in FIG. 15 in the same color as the bar 188 of FIG. 14. 
The tension graphs of FIGS. 14 and 15 provide the operator with readily understandable 
information relating to a large amount of data." Column 9, Line 58). 

In regards to claim 33, Karis teaches in a computer system having a graphical 
user interface including a display and a user ii put device, a method for displaying 
statistical measures for selected parameter values produced from analysis of time- 
tagged data from an industrial processing system, the method comprising: (a) 
displaying, on the display, a first window including parameter descriptions for industrial 
processing parameter values produced from analysis of time-tagged data, and including 
status information indicating results of comparing the parameter values to reference 
values (Figure 14). Karis does not teach displaying, on the display, a second window 
including a table of statistical measures for a selected parameter description produced 
from analysis of time-tagged data in the first window. However, Karis already graphs 
the data, but does not display the data in a table format. It is inherent in Karis that this 
data exists, because a graph from the data is drawn. Rothschild teaches that you can 
have a window including a table of statistical measures for a selected parameter (Figure 
1 0). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Karis with the teachings of Rothschild and include a table for the 
selected parameter with the motivation to provide the user with more detailed 
information about the selected parameter. 
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In regards to claim 34, Karis and Rothschild teach all the limitations of claim 33. 
Karis further teaches a method comprising receiving input from a user for selecting the 
parameter description (i.e. "FIG. 15 is a graph that may be selected during the monitor 
routine, the graph illustrating the tension history obtained for a particular roll from the 
start of the roll on the press." Column 9, Line 65). 

In regards to claim 35, Karis and Rothschild teach all the limitations of claim 34. 
Karis further teaches a method comprising displaying, on the display, a third window 
including a graph of measured values for the selected parameter description (Figure 
15). 

In regards to claim 36, Karis and Rothschild teach all the limitations of claim 34. 
Karis further teaches a method comprising displaying, on the display, a third window 
including a graph of measured values for the selected parameter description (Figure 
15). Karis does not teach displaying, on the display, a second window including a table 
of statistical measures for a selected parameter description. However, Karis already 
graphs the data, but does not display the data in a table format. It is inherent in Karis 
that this data exists, because a graph from the data is drawn. Rothschild teaches that 
you can have a window including a table of statistical measures for a selected 
parameter (Figure 10). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify Karis with the teachings of Rothschild and include a 
table for the selected parameter with the motivation to provide the user with more 
detailed information about the selected parameter. 
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Response to Arguments 



Applicant's arguments filed 11/01/2004 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that, "Nowhere does Karis disclose a feature of displaying 
parameter descriptions for mail or processing parameter values produced from analysis 
of time-tagged data/' The Examiner disagrees with the Applicants assertion. Karis 
teaches, "whereas a bar 190 colored, for example red, and distinguishable from the bar 
186, illustrates excursions into tension levels in excess of the highest tension levels 
recommended by the system so as to advise the operator as to potential problems." 
(Column 9, Line 51). The bar, 190, is time-tagged data because it was recorded 
previously to show that the tension level went higher than it was supposed to. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 



Application/Control Number: 10/055,604 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2174 

the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Inquiry 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Boris Pesin whose telephone number is (571) 272-4070. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday except every other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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